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Applicant's Response 

In Applicant's Response dated 7 February 2005, Applicant amended Claims 1 , 
16-18, 27 and 28, added new Claims 29-33, and argued against all objections and 
rejections previously set forth in the Office Action dated 5 August 2004. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
• the term "a" should be inserted between the terms "into" in Line 7 and 
"destination" in Line 8 so that the limitation is grammatically correct. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-13, 15-20 and 22-28 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ramsay et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,230,135. 
Claim 1: 

Ramsey discloses a method for converting an electronic document 
interchangeably between a format for use in a Braille environment and a format for use 
in a word processor environment (see Figures 1-5; see Column 1 , Line 1 through 
Column 10, Line 43; specifically, see Column 7, Lines 9-18), including: 

• receiving input in a first of the environments specifying the electronic document 
(see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that it discloses a word 
processor, a word processor with a Braille keypad, and other interactive 
computer Braille devices); 

• storing the electronic document in an intermediary file format (see Column 7, 
Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it 
includes a computer having a word processor and a computer having a word 
processor with a Braille keypad, and other interactive computer Braille devices; 
word processors store documents in an "intermediary format" in that it converts 
the documents to either ASCII or Unicode when storing the documents); and 

• converting the electronic document from the intermediary file format into a 
destination file format adapted for editing in the second of the environments (see 
Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication 
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method discloses tfiis limitation in that discloses editing the stored document 
using either a word processor or a word processor with a Braille keypad), 
wherein the intermediary format specifies the document formatting in at least one of the 
environments (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that it discloses both a word 
processor and a word processor with a Braille keypad, and other interactive computer 
Braille devices; a word processor stores documents in an "intermediary format" in that it 
converts the documents to either ASCII or Unicode when storing the documents; the 
stored document may be viewed in a word processor or "read" on the receiver; thus, the 
document is stored in an "intermediary format" that specifies the formats for both the 
Braille environment and the word processor environment). 

Claim 2: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 1, further including transferring 
the document to an apparatus adapted for operation in the second of the environments 
(see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation 
in that the document is sent to the receiver so that the user can "read" the document). 

Claim S.- 
Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 1 , further including rendering 
the electronic document in the second of the environments in accordance with the 
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specified formatting (see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method 
discloses this limitation in that the receiver allows the user to "read" the document). 

Claim 4: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 3, further including editing the 
electronic document formatting for one of the environments (see Column 7, Lines 9-1 8 - 
the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it includes a computer 
having a word processor; word processors allow document formatting to be edited by 
users). 

Claim 5: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 4, wherein editing the 
electronic document in one of the environments does not affect formatting of the 
rendered electronic document in the other of the environments (see Column 7, Lines 9- 
18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it editing the 
document in a word processor would not affect the formatting of the document that is 
rendered in Braille format because the document is converted from a word processing 
format to a Braille format after it is edited). 

Claim 6: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 1 , wherein the input is received 
in a Braille environment from a Braille keyboard, standard keyboard or a stored 
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computer file (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that it discloses word processors with 
Braille keypads). 

Claim Z.- 
Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 6, wherein the destination 
format is adapted for use in a word processor environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; 
see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in 
that it discloses word processors with Braille keypads; thus, the document is created in 
a Braille environment and the "destination" environment is a "word processor" 
environment). 

Claim 8: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 1 , wherein the input is received 
in a word processor environment from a standard keyboard or a stored computer file 
(see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation, 
as clearly indicated in the cited text). 

Claim P.- 
Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 8, wherein the destination 
format is adapted for use in a Braille environment (see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the 
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tactile communication method discloses this limitation, as clearly indicated in the cited 
text). 

Claim 10: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 7, wherein the destination 
format is compatible with word processing equipment to assist in creating, editing 
rendering and/or printing a text document (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, 
Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that a "word 
processing" format is compatible with word processing equipment, and word processors 
are used to create, edit, render and print a text document). 



Claim 11: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 9, wherein the destination 
format is compatible with Braille equipment to assist in creating, editing, rendering 
and/or embossing a Braille document (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 
9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it renders the 
document in a Braille format and discloses word processors with Braille keypads that 
allow a user to create, edit or render a Braille document). 
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Claim 12: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 9, wherein the destination 
format for use in a Braille environment specifies the electronic document for rendering in 
grade 1 , 2 or computer Braille (see Column 1 , Line 49 through Column 2, Line 10; see 
Column 7, Lines 9-18; see Column 8, Lines 46-49 - the tactile communication method 
discloses this limitation in that it thoroughly discusses rendering documents several 
different grades of Braille and it renders the document to the receiver in "computer" 
Braille). 

Claim 13: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 7, wherein the destination 
format for use in a word processor environment specifies the electronic document for 
presentation on a word processor (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 
- the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it discloses a 
document in a "word processor", format that tells the computer how to properly format 
the document when it is displayed in the word processor). 

Claim 15: 

Ramsey discloses the method according to Claim 1 , wherein the electronic 
document formatting is specified by codes indicating page layout, character attributes 
and the like (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-1 8 -the tactile 
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communication method discloses this limitation in that it includes a word processor that 
specifies the document's page formats and text formats). 

Claim 16: 

Ramsey discloses a method for converting an electronic document 
interchangeably between a format for use in a Braille environment and a format for use 
in a word processor environment (see Figures 1-5; see Column 1, Line 1 through 
Column 10, Line 43; specifically, see Column 2, Lines 3-10 and Column 7, Lines 9-18), 
including: 

• receiving input specifying an electronic document from an input device operating 
in the Braille environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 
-the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it discloses 
word processors with a Braille keypad, and other interactive computer Braille 
devices); 

• storing the electronic document in an intermediary file format which specifies the 
document formatting in both the Braille environment and the word processor 
environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7. Lines 9-1 8 -the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that it discloses both a word 
processor and a word processor with a Braille keypad, and other interactive 
computer Braille devices; a word processor stores documents in an "intermediary 
format" in that it converts the documents to either ASCII or Unicode when storing 
the documents; the stored document may be viewed in a word processor or 
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"read" on the receiver; thus, the document is stored in an "Intermediary format" 
that specifies the formats for both the Braille environment and the word 
processor environment); 

• converting the electronic document from the intermediary file format into a word 
processor file format (see Column 2, Lines 3-10 - the tactile communication 
method discloses this limitation in that it displays the stored document in a word 
processor); and 

• transferring the electronic document formatting in the word processor format to 
equipment operating in the word processor environment (see Column 2, Lines 3- 
10 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it displays 
the stored document in a word processor). 

wherein the document formatting for each environment is stored independently in the 
intermediary format to enable independent editing of the document formatting for each 
environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that discloses editing the stored 
document using either a word processor or a word processor with a Braille keypad; 
thus, the document formatting is "stored independently" to enable "independent editing" 
of the stored document). 

Claim 17: 

Ramsey discloses a method for converting an electronic document 
interchangeably between a fomfiat for use in a Braille environment and a format for use 
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in a word processor environnnent (see Figures 1-5; see Column 1, Line 1 through 
Column 10, Line 43; specifically, see Column.2, Lines 3-10 and Column 7, Lines 9-18), 
including: 

• receiving input specifying an electronic document from an input device operating 
in the word processor environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, 
Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it 
discloses a word processor); 

• storing the electronic document in an intermediary file format which specifies the 
document formatting in both the Braille environment and the word processor 
environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that it discloses both a word 
processor and a word processor with a Braille keypad, and other interactive 
computer Braille devices; a word processor stores documents in an "intermediary 
format" in that it converts the documents to either ASCII or Unicode when storing 
the documents; the stored document may be viewed in a word processor or 
"read" on the receiver; thus, the document is stored in an "intermediary format" 
that specifies the formats for both the Braille environment and the word 
processor environment); 

• converting the electronic document from the intermediary file format into a Braille 
file format (see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method 
discloses this limitation in that it allows users to read a word processing 
document by converting the stored file into Braille; also, the tactile 
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communication method discloses a word processor witfi a Braille keypad, and 
other interactive computer Braille devices; interactive computer Braille devices 
allow a user to process documents); and 
• transferring the electronic document formatting in the Braille format to equipment 
operating in the Braille environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that it allows the user to "read" 
the stored document with the receiver; also, the tactile communication method 
discloses a word processor with a Braille keypad, and other interactive computer 
Braille devices; interactive computer Braille devices allow a user to process 
documents), 

wherein the document formatting for each environment is stored independently in the 
intermediary format to enable independent editing of the document formatting for each 
environment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that discloses editing the stored 
document using either a word processor or a word processor with a Braille keypad; 
thus, the document formatting is "stored independently" to enable "independent editing" 
of the stored document). 

Claim 18: 

This claim merely recites an apparatus for perfomriing the method of Claim 1 . 
Thus, Ramsay discloses every element of this claim, as indicated in the above rejection 
for Claim 1 . 
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Claim 19: 

Ramsay discloses the apparatus of Claim 18, further including an input device for 
editing the electronic document formatting for each of the environments (see Column 2, 
Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this 
limitation in that it discloses a word processor and a word processor with a Braille 
keypad; also, the tactile communication method discloses other interactive computer 
Braille devices; interactive computer Braille devices, which allow a user to process 
documents). 

Claim 20: 

This claim merely recites an apparatus for performing the method of Claim 5. 
Thus, Ramsay discloses every element of this claim, as indicated in the above rejection 
for Claim 5. 

Claim 22: 

This claim merely recites an apparatus for performing the methods of Claims 13 
and 16. Thus, Ramsay discloses every element of this claim, as indicated in the above 
rejections for Claims 13 and 16. 
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Claim 23: 

This claim merely recites an apparatus for performing the methods of Claims 1 1 
and 17. Thus, Ramsay discloses every element of this claim, as indicated in the above 
rejections for Claims 1 1 and 17. 

Claims 24 and 25: 

These claims merely recite an apparatus for performing the methods of Claims 
12 and 15, respectively. Thus, Ramsay discloses every element of these claim, as 
indicated in the above rejections for Claims 12 and 15. 

Claim 26: 

Ramsay discloses the apparatus according to Claim 18, further including an 
output device for rendering the electronic document in a visual, tactile or audible 
manner (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile 
communication method discloses this limitation in that includes the receiver; also, the 
tactile communication method discloses other interactive computer Braille devices; 
interactive computer Braille devices, which allow a user to process documents). 

Claim 27: 

Ramsey discloses an apparatus which enables use of an electronic document 
interchangeably between a Braille and a word processor environment (see Figures 1-5; 
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see Column 1, Line 1 through Column 10, Line 43; specifically, see Column 2, Lines 3- 
10 and Column 7, Lines 9-18), including: 

• at least one document input device operating in the Braille environment for 
entering an electronic document into the apparatus (as indicated in the above 
rejections for Claims 6 and 16, the tactile communication apparatus discloses 
this limitation); 

• a storage device for storing the electronic document in an intermediary file format 
which specifies the document formatting in both the Braille environment and the 
word processor environment (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 16, the 
tactile communication apparatus discloses this limitation); 

• a translator for converting the electronic document from the intermediary file 
format into a word processor file format (as indicated in the above rejection for 
Claim 16, the tactile communication apparatus discloses this limitation) 
compatible for use with word processor equipment operating in the word 
processor environment (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 10, the 
tactile communication apparatus discloses this limitation); and 

• a communication device for transferring the document between the storage 
device and the word processor equipment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see 
Column 7, Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation 
in that it includes a word processor, which allows the user to load and edit the 
stored document; thus, the word processor includes a "communication device" 
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for transferring the document between the "storage device" and the "word 
processor equipment"); and 

• an editing device for editing the document formatting for each of the 
environments (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 16, the tactile 
communication apparatus discloses this limitation), 

wherein the document formatting for each environment is stored independently in the 
intermediary file format to enable independent editing of the document formatting for 
each environment (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 16, the tactile 
communication apparatus discloses this limitation). 

Claim 28: 

Ramsey discloses an apparatus which enables use of an electronic document 
interchangeably between a Braille and a word processor environment (see Figures 1-5; 
see Column 1 , Line 1 through Column 10, Line 43; specifically, see Column 2, Lines 3- 
10 and Column 7, Lines 9-18), including: 

• at least one document input device operating in the word processor environment 
for entering an electronic document into the apparatus (as indicated in the above 
rejections for Claims 8 and 17, the tactile communication apparatus discloses 
this limitation); 

• a storage device for storing the electronic document in an intermediary file format 
which specifies the document formatting in both the Braille environment and the 
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word processor environment (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 17, the 
tactile communication apparatus discloses this limitation); 

• a translator for converting the electronic document from the intermediary file 
format into a Braille file format (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 17, 
the tactile communication apparatus discloses this limitation) compatible for use 
with Braille equipment operating in the word processor environment (as indicated 
in the above rejection for Claim 1 1 , the tactile communication apparatus 
discloses this limitation); and 

• a communication device for transferring the document between the storage 
device and the Braille equipment (see Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, 
Lines 9-18 - the tactile communication method discloses this limitation in that it 
includes a word processor with a Braille keypad and other interactive computer 
Braille devices, which allow a user to process documents; thus, the word 
processor with a Braille keypad, and the other interactive Braille devices, include 
a "communication device" for transferring the document between the "storage 
device" and the "Braille equipment"); and 

• an editing device for editing the document formatting for each of the 
environments (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 17, the tactile 
communication apparatus discloses this limitation), 

wherein the document formatting for each environment is stored independently in the 
intermediary format to enable independent editing of the document formatting for each 
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environment (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 17, the tactile communication 
apparatus discloses this limitation). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 14 and 21 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ramsay. 
Claim 14: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Ramsay discloses every element of Claim 

^: 

Ramsay fails to expressly disclose transmitting the document to another 
computer. However, the examiner takes Official Notice that it was well-known by one of 
ordinary skill in the art,at the time the invention was made to transfer a document, 
stored on one computer, to another computer for the purpose of allowing a remote 
computer user to view the document. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed in Ramsay, to include 
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transmitting the document to another computer for the purpose of allowing a remote 
computer user to view the document. 

Claim 21: 

This claim merely recites an apparatus for performing the method of Claim 14. 
Thus, Ramsay discloses/teaches every element of this claim, as indicated in the above 
rejection for Claim 14. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 29-33 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
Claims 29, 32 and 33: 

The closest prior art is Ramsay (US 6,230,135). Ramsay discloses a system that 
allows a user to process a document in a word processing environment and a Braille 
environment. The system can transfer documents from one environment to the other 
and make the necessary conversions during the transmission. 

The system also discloses an "intermediary" file format in that, anytime a 
document is stored in a word processor, the document is saved in either ASCII or 
Unicode. Subsequently, whenever the document is loaded into the word processor in 
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either the word processor environment or the Braille environment, the "intermediary" file 
format is converted into the appropriate format for "viewing" the document. 

However, the prior art fails to disclose or suggest an "intermediary" file format 
that: 1 ) stores the document, including the document content that is conditional on the 
environment in which it is being used, and 2) allows conversion of the "intermediary" file 
format into a "destination" file format that permits the user to edit the document within 
either the word processor environment or the Braille environment, including the content 
that is conditional on the environment in which it is being used. 

Claims 30 and 31: 

These claims are dependent upon Claim 29 and are thus allowable. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7 February 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Arguments for Claim 1: 

Applicant argues that Ramsay fails to disclose converting between a Braille 
document editing environment and a word processing document editing environment 
without the loss of "document formatting." Applicant argues further that Ramsay fails to 
disclose document editing, particularly document editing in either a Braille environment 
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or a word processing environment and conversion between the environments. See 
ApplicanVs Response - Page 22, sixth paragraph through Page 23, first partial 
paragraph. 

The examiner disagrees. 

The relevant claim language, in regard to both of Applicant's arguments, recites: 
"converting the electronic document from the intermediary file format into a destination 
file format adapted for editing in the second of the environments" (see Claim 1, Lines 7- 
8). As indicated in the above rejection for Claim 1, Ramsay discloses this limitation in 
that the system discloses: 1 ) inputting documents using a word processor, a word 
processor with a Braille keypad, and other interactive computer Braille devices (see 
Column 2, Lines 3-10; see Column 7, Lines 9-18); 2) storing documents in an 
"intermediary" file format using a word processor on a computer (the system discloses 
this in that the word processor convert the documents to either ASCII or Unicode when 
storing the documents); and 3) converting documents from the "intermediary" file format 
into a "destination" file format adapted for editing in either a word processing 
environment or a Braille environment (the system discloses this in that documents may 
be loaded from memory into either environment and edited within that environment). 

The system in Ramsay can convert a document from one environment to the 
other and allow a user to edit the document within that environment. Thus, no 
"document formatting" is lost during the conversion. Moreover, the feature upon which 
Applicant relies (i.e., the "loss" of "document formatting") is not recited in the rejected 
claim. Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
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the specification are not read into the claims. 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 



Page 22 

See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 



Arguments for Claim 18: 

Applicant argues that Ramsay fails to disclose an intermediate storage file 
format. Applicant provides no analysis of the cited prior art in the context of the recited 
claim language and how the recited claim language distinguishes the present invention 
from the cited prior art. See Applicant's Response - Page 23, second full paragraph. 

The examiner disagrees. 

Firstly, Applicant's argument fails to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because it 
amounts to a general allegation that the claim defines a patentable invention without 
specifically pointing out how the language of the claim patentably distinguishes it from 
the reference. Simply stating that certain limitations of a claim are not disclosed in the 
cited reference with no analysis of how the specific language of each limitation is 
distinguishable from the subject matter disclosed in the cited reference fails to meet the 
requirement of 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(b) that Applicant "specifically [point] out how the language 
of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references." Instead, Applicant 
simply argues, "it's not there." 

Secondly, Ramsay discloses an intermediate storage file format, as indicated in 
the above rejection for Claim 1 and the above discussion. 
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Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Doug Hutton whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4137. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather Herndon, can be reached at (571) 272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 



2100. 



WDH 

May 27, 2005 




